wouldn't blow them away" (Tr. 1161).  He testified that they
then ran coal all day Friday under very dusty conditions (Tr.
1162) .
When Workman arrived on the section on Monday, he believed
that nothing had been done to improve ventilation because there
was no more air on Monday than there had been on Friday (Tr.
1166}.  On cross-examination, Workman stated that he was just
as certain about what had happened on Friday as he was about
what had happened on Monday (Tr. 1172).  At that point in his
cross-examination, Consol's attorney introduced documentary
evidence (Exhs. T, U, and V) showing unequivocally that Workman
had been absent from work on Friday, January 15, 1982 (Tr. 1173)
Pittman's counsel subsequently stated that Pittman had checked
his records and that Pittman's records also showed that Workman
was not present on Friday (Tr. 1287).
After Consol's counsel had introduced evidence showing
that Workman was absent, he asked the following question and
received the following answer from Workman (Tr. 1178-1179):
Q  Let me ask you this question, Mr. Workman.
* * * [W]ould the reason you're recalling all these
events on Friday be because you and the other mem-
bers of the crew got together on what testimony
you'd be offering on the events of Friday and Sat-
urday and on Monday?
A  It could possibly — like you said, it
could have happened on Monday.
Pittman's counsel thereafter introduced as Exhibit 23 a
statement which Workman had given to an MSHA investigator on
March 31, 1982, before Pittman's counsel was retained to rep-
resent Pittman in this proceeding.  Exhibit 23 shows that
Workman erroneously represented in a statement given just 2-
1/2 months after Pittman's discharge that he recalled working
on Friday, January 15, 1982 (Tr. 1179).
The detailed review above of the testimony of both Pittman
and his crew supports a conclusion that Pittman and his crew
performed, at most, a cursory examination of the curtains along
the pillared-out area.  The fact that they could not state for
certain which curtains they purported to have built or examined
shows that Pittman and his crew simply concluded that the rea-
son for their failure to have an adequate air velocity on their
section was based on Pittman's mistaken conclusion that only
the construction of cinder-block permanent stoppings would pro-
vide an adequate amount of air for the new area which Pittman
began to drive on .Friday, January 15, 1982.
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